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1. Claims 1, 3, 5 and 11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 1, line 6, the phrase "a peripheral region outboard of the display region" is 
unclear as to what is "outboard" meant. Is the peripheral region formed outside the 
display region? 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1, 10 and 1 1 insofar, as in compliance with 35 USC 112, are rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being clearly anticipated by Okamoto et al. (U.S. Patent no. 
6,563,554). 

In regards to claim 1 , Okamoto et al. show all the elements of the claimed invention 
in fig. 1 . It is an electro-optical device [100], comprising: a pair of substrates [4, 5]; an 
electro-optical material [1] held between the pair of substrates by a sealant (the 
structures that connected to the edges of substrates [4, 5], col. 14, line 66 to col. 15, line 
4); a resin layer [11] (column 18, lines 62-64, column 44, line 9) (it is believed that the 
same reference numeral represents the same material in the entire specification of 
Okamoto et al.) provided on at least one substrate [5] of the pair of substrates in both a 
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display region [9a] and a peripheral region [10a] outboard (outside) of the display region 
[9a], the resin layer including tapers (the taper formed at the edge of region [10a] and 
the taper formed between regions [10a, 9a]) with a larger inclination in the display 
region [9a] than in the peripheral region [10a]; and an electrode wiring [7] formed 
between the electro-optical material [1] and the resin layer [1 1] at both the display 
region [9a] and the peripheral region [10a]. 

In regards to claim 10, Okamoto et al. show all the elements of the claimed 
invention in fig. 1. It is an electro-optical device [100], comprising: a substrate [5]; a 
resin layer [11] (column 18, lines 62-64, column 44, line 9) (it is believed that the same 
reference numeral represents the same material in the entire specification of Okamoto 
et al.) provided on the substrate, and an electrode [7] that continuously extends across 
the resin layer [11] (the electrode [7] continuously extends across the resin layer [11] 
from an edge of region [9a] to an edge of region [10a]); wherein tapers of the resin layer 
(the taper formed at the edge of region [10a] and the taper formed between regions 
[10a, 9a]) have a plurality of different angles. 

In regards to claim 1 1 , Okamoto et al. further disclose an electronic apparatus (col. 
1, lines 10-17) comprising the electro-optical device according to Claim 1. 
4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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5. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Okamoto 
et al. 

In regards to claim 5, Okamoto et al. differ from the claimed invention by not showing 
the taper of the display region has a first angle with a base to height ratio from 4:1 to 
2:1 , and the taper in the peripheral region of the display region has a second angle with 
a base to height ratio from 8:1 to 4:1. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made for the taper of the display region has a first angle with a base to 
height ratio from 4:1 to 2:1 , and the taper in the peripheral region of the display region 
has a second angle with a base to height ratio from 8:1 to 4:1, since it has been held 
that where the general conditions of a claim are disclosed in the prior art, discovering 
the optimum or workable ranges involves only routine skill in the art. In re Aller, 105 
USPQ 233. 

6. Applicant's arguments filed 10/31/05 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

It is urged, in pages 6 and 7 of the remarks, that the Okamoto et al. reference fails to 
disclose or suggest a resin layer provided on at least one substrate of a pair of 
substrates in both a display region and a peripheral region outboard of the display 
region, the resin layer including tapers with a larger inclination in the display region than 
in the peripheral region and an electrode wiring formed between the electro-optical 
material and the resin layer, as set forth in amended Claim 1 . However, the Okamoto et 
al. reference does disclose a resin layer [11] (column 18, lines 62-64, column 44, line 9) 
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(it is believed that the same reference numeral represents the same material in the 
entire specification of Okamoto et al.) provided on at least one substrate [5] of the pair 
of substrates in both a display region [9a] and a peripheral region [10a] outboard of the 
display region [9a], the resin layer including tapers (the taper formed at the edge of 
region [10a] and the taper formed between regions [10a, 9a]) with a larger inclination in 
the display region than in the peripheral region; and an electrode wiring [7] formed 
between the electro-optical material [1] and the resin layer [1 1] at both the display 
region [9a] and the peripheral region [10a]. 

It is urged, in page 7 of the remarks, that the Okamoto et al. reference fails to 
disclose or suggest an electro-optical device comprising an electrode that continuously 
extends across a resin layer, as recited in amended Claim 10. However, Okamoto et al. 
does disclose an electrode [7] that continuously extends across the resin layer [11] (the 
electrode [7] continuously extends across the resin layer [11] from an edge of region 
[9a] to an edge of region [10a]). 

It is urged, in page 8 of the remarks, that claim 5 is also not anticipated or rendered 
obvious by the cited art at least for the reasons set forth above with respect to Claim 1 . 
Since claim 1 is still rejected by the Okamoto et al. reference, claim 5 is still rendered 
obvious by the Okamoto et al. reference. 

7. Claim 3 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the rejection(s) under 35 
U.S.C. 112, 2nd paragraph in claim 1, set forth in this Office action and to include all of 
the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 
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8. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Steven Loke whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
1657. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 am to 5:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Eddie Lee can be reached on (571) 272-1732. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

si 

January 6, 2006 ' 




